CURRENT LITERATURE. 

The flora of Mt. Desert. 


I he flora of Mount Desert has for some years been the object of 
carelul study, and the result has now appeared in a very handsome 
volume.* An outline of the geology of the island is furnished by 
Professor W. M. Davis of Harvard The summary shows 751 phan¬ 
erogams, 47 pteridophytes, 271 bryophytes, and 421 thallophytes ex¬ 
cluding funi and rnyxo.nycetes, which have not been collected. A 
caretully prepared introduction gives a general description of Mt. 
Desert and its flora. Some of the noteworthy features are the arctic 
character of the flora, the very small representation of introduced for¬ 
eign plants, the scanty showing of Leguminosse, the entire absence of 

Asdepias, Gentiana, and other well known genera, and the remarkable 

beauty and deepness of coloration. 


I he introduction also contains a somewhat extended discussion of 

nomenclature, brought on by the recent attempts of American botan¬ 
ists towards stability. In the list the nomenclature of the Iasi edition 
of Grays Manual is followed, a principle which the Gazette has al- 
w <tys strongly advocated for local lists. In the discussion of what is 
“"own as the “Rochester Code,” however, the argument is weakened 

frequent imputation of unscientific motives to those concerned' 
’n framing the code. We believe in difference of opinion and a 
strong expression of it. in fact there was an abundance of this among 

* UsC "ho by mutual concession framed the code, but we do not see 

* a * a ny position is strengthened by calling those who oppose it 
n 3 mes. We could wish that the strictures, which are good enough in 

eir way, had been pruned of the gratuitous assumption of 
"mch w e know do not exist. When the botanists who were at Ro cf r- 
* ster ,ear « that “less than one day was sufficient for this committee 

n nomenclature) they will be somewhat surprised, for they were not 
a . Ware { bat any point was considered that had not been under discus 
on for \ears. 'The mistakes made were certainly only those of ju g 
, 1 3nd not of intention. Of course there was no thought that the 

* * w °uld be binding except upon those who chose to follow it, 
v ; as believed that the best interests of American botany *ou 

_ Serve d by coming to some agreement concerning no menclat ure. 
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Minor Notices. 

Another practical botany 1 has been added to the list of laboratory 
guides, this time for beginners. Professor Bower- has really given us 
an abridgement of his “ Course of Practical Instruction in Botany,” 
so that its spirit and method is familiar. The book can be of excel¬ 
lent service in our secondary schools, and even in the elementary 
courses of most colleges, provided, always, that it is in the hands of a 
competent teacher, and this any book demands. The information as 
to methods of preparation, and the introductory exercises on the 
structure of the vegetable cell, and the common micro-chemical reac¬ 
tions, are very helpful to the inexperienced teacher. As is known, 
the author begins with the highest types, an order of treatment which 
we do not consider scientific or necessary. There is no reason whv 
the mucor of the last study should be any more difficult for a beginner 
to see and to understand than the tissues and ovule structures of the 
first types. The excellence of the work demanded, however, and the 
scientific spirit of it all, needs no comment. 

The proceedings of the Madison Botanical Congress have recently 


been published by Secretary J. C. Arthur. The issue was much de¬ 



layed by the dilatoriness of speakers and committeemen in 
manuscript and proof sheets. The report makes a handsome y 
printed pamphlet of sixty pages with an index by which all referen 
to the matters discussed can easily be found. Copies may be obtain 
by application to Dr. J. C. Arthur, Lafayette, Indiana. 

Mr. F. 
An 

Of 


In connection with the study of some recent collections, 
H. Knowlton 2 has given a review of the fossil flora of Alaska. 


historical review, list of species, and discussion of beds are give 
the 115 forms enumerated forty-six are peculiar to Alaska. T 
author has published in The Journal of Geology (May-June, 1 94 
instructive paper on “ Fossil plants as an aid to geology- 

Jj 

A recent contribution 3 from the Gray Herbarium contains ^ 
tions of some twenty-five new Mexican plants, among them jj V | 
tiful new pine (P. Lumholtzii) with dense pendulous foliage ret. 

figured in Scribner s Magazine. 
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